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ABSTRACT

Reclamation and DWR have made available for public review and comment the Yolo Bypass
Salmonid Habitat Restoration and Fish Passage Project (Project) Draft Environmental Impact
Statement/Environmental Impact Report (EIS/EIR). The Draft EIS/EIR addresses methods to
improve fish passage and increase floodplain fisheries rearing habitat in the Yolo Bypass to
benefit Sacramento River winter-run Chinook salmon, Central Valley spring-run Chinook
salmon, Central Valley steelhead, and Southern Distinct Population Segment green sturgeon.
The Project actions would implement Reasonable and Prudent Alternative actions 1.6.1 and 1.7,
as described in the 2009 National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration National Marine
Fisheries Service Biological Opinion and Conference Opinion on the Long-Term Operations of
the Central Valley Project and State Water Project and the 2012 Yolo Bypass Salmonid Habitat
Restoration and Fish Passage Implementation Plan.

This Draft EIS/EIR has been prepared according to requirements of the National Environmental
Policy Act and the California Environmental Quality Act. Direct, indirect, and cumulative
impacts resulting from the project alternatives on the environment of the region are addressed.
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1 Introduction

eliminate significant adverse environmental impacts or reduce them to less-than-significant
levels. Alternatives considered in this context may include those that are more costly and those
that could impede to some degree the attainment of all project objectives (Section 15126(b)).
CEQA does not require alternatives to be evaluated at the same level of detail as the proposed

project.

1.2.3

Compliance and Permits Supported by the EIS/EIR

Reclamation and DWR will obtain all necessary permits, as required by law. This EIS/EIR
supports the needed permits, petitions, and similar compliance, coordination, and consultation
efforts for the proposed Project actions. Permits that may be required are shown in Table 1-1.

Table 1-1. Compliance, Consultation, and Coordination to Be Supported by this EIS/EIR

Applicable
Resource

Laws/Regulations/Permits

Regulating Agency/Agencies

Wetlands and
Waters of the
United States

Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act —
Individual or General Permit

United States Army Corps of
Engineers (USACE)

Section 401 of the Clean Water Act — Water
Quality Certification or Waiver

Regional Water Quality Control Board

Section 402 of the Clean Water Act — National
Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
permit(s)

State Water Resources Control Board
and Regional Water Quality Control
Board

Section 404 of the Clean Water Act — Individual
or General Permit

USACE

Federally Listed

Section 7 of the ESA — Section 7 Consultation

United States Fish and Wildlife

Species Service (USFWS) and NMFS
State Protected California Fully Protected Species CDFW
Species
Fish and Wildlife Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and NMFS
Resources Management Act
Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act report USFWS
Migratory Bird Treaty Act USFWS
Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act USFWS
California Endangered Species Act (CESA) CDFW
Lake and Streambed Alteration, Section 1602 CDFW
Cultural National Historic Preservation Act — Section 106 | State Historic Preservation Officer
Resources Consultation
Levees and Section 14 of the Rivers and Harbors Act USACE and Central Valley Flood
Floodways (“Section 408”) — Permission Protection Board (CVFPB)
Section 208 of the 1954 Flood Control Act USACE and CVFPB
Encroachment Permit CVFPB
Air Quality Authority to Construct, Permit to Operate Yolo-Solano Air Quality Management

District
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1 Introduction

— The alternatives could have the potential to increase methylmercury production within
the Yolo Bypass through increases in depth and duration of inundation. The EIS/EIR
should examine the potential for resuspension of mercury or methylmercury from in-
water work in terms of both overall water quality and the region's compliance with total
maximum daily loads.

— The EIS/EIR should address whether the Project could increase regulations on
agricultural drainage into the Yolo Bypass.

Agriculture . Cultivation of crops, particularly rice, could be affected by the seasonal timing
of inundation of the Yolo Bypass. Increased inundation could have adverse economic effects
to both the landowners and the local economy. The EIS/EIR should consider potential
impacts on a scale to understand impacts to individual landowners.

Mosquito Vector Control. The EIS/EIR should evaluate the potential for unintended and
secondary effects from late spring flooding that could result in increased mosquito
populations.

Flood Control. The EIS/EIR should evaluate the extent to which land-use changes could
affect vegetation growth and reduce flood carrying capacity.

1.7 Organization of the EIS/EIR

The Draft EIS/EIR is organized into the following remaining chapters:

Chapter 2, Description of Alternatives, summarizes the alternatives development process and
describes the No Action Alternative and action alternatives.

Chapter 3, Approach to the Environmental Analysis, presents the NEPA and CEQA
requirements for the analysis.

Chapters 4 through 22 describe the affected environment; evaluation methods; direct,
indirect, and cumulative effects of the alternatives; and mitigation measures for
environmental resources.

Chapter 23, Other NEPA/CEQA Required Disclosures, describes irreversible and
irretrievable commitment of resources, the relationship between short-term uses and long-
term productivity, growth-inducing impacts, and unavoidable adverse impacts.

Chapter 24, Consultation and Coordination, describes the consultation and outreach activities
that have occurred during the EIS/EIR preparation process.

Chapter 25, List of Preparers, lists the authors and other contributors to the development of
the EIS/EIR and their qualifications.

Additional appendices are attached that provide more background and detailed technical
information on the analysis conducted for the Draft EIS/EIR.
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